Introduction
More than six decades after the adoption of the Genocide Convention, the law on genocide has become increasingly prominent due to its invocation by governments and civil society as regards mass atrocities in the Balkans, Rwanda, and the Sudan. When the Convention was drafted, there was only one international judicial institution in existence with jurisdiction to apply and enforce its terms: the International Court of Justice (ICJ), the jurisdiction of which was limited to state responsibility. Since then, the hypothetical reference in Article VI to a future 'international penal tribunal' that would address individual criminal responsibility has turned into a reality, with the establishment in the past two decades of the International Criminal Court (ICC), the International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (ICTY), and the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda (ICTR) . Th e European Court of Human Rights, the Inter-American Court of Human Rights, the Iraqi Special Tribunal and the Extraordinary Chambers in the Courts of Cambodia have also considered the law on genocide. National courts have heard dozens of cases, which are considered in another chapter in this volume.
1 Th e crime of genocide is one of a limited number of acts that can result in both state responsibility and individual responsibility.
2 Th e ICJ has jurisdiction 3 As a result, the Genocide Convention is being interpreted and applied -through the lenses of state responsibility and individual criminal responsibility -by the ICJ, ICC, ICTY, and ICTR.
Although mature domestic legal systems have sophisticated rules of procedure governing the relationships among courts, these four international courts are operating in a horizontal, decentralized environment with no avenues of appeal, formalized notion of precedent, or offi cial modes of coordination. 4 Yet, their subject-matter jurisdictions overlap, and they can and do end up judging the same situations.
Th is chapter will examine how the recent practice of these international courts has brought to the fore the diff erences and commonalities between the prohibition of genocide as a penal norm for individuals and the prohibition as a sui generis obligation for states. At the ICJ, there have been six main decisions involving the law on genocide, of which the most important has been in the Bosnia Genocide case decided in 2007.
5 Charges of genocide appear in nearly every case before the ICTR. As of June 2010, 30 persons had been convicted of genocide and sentenced by the ICTR. Th ere have been several convictions for genocide Statute), crimes against humanity, grave breaches of the Geneva Conventions, terrorism and torture. 
